Results: The analysis included 861 pts. An updated OS analysis (data cutoff 9 May 2013) revealed that OS was longer for nab-P + Gem vs Gem alone in each region, although the difference was not statistically significant in all cases (table). Similar trends were observed for PFS and ORR. White blood cell growth factors were used at the following rates (nab-P + Gem vs Gem): NA, 28% vs 16%; EE, 16% vs 13%; AU, 16% vs 12%; WE, 37% vs 11%. The safety profile of each treatment arm was similar across the regions. Differences in the proportion of pts receiving post-progression therapies were noted for some regions (nab-P + Gem vs Gem): NA, 40% vs 42%; EE, 20% vs 31%; AU, 39% vs 41%; WE, 45% vs 55%. The rates of use were different across regions for 5-FU/capecitabine-based therapies (NA, 26% vs 31%; EE, 17% vs 26%; AU, 26% vs 22%; WE, 42% vs 47%) and FOLFIRINOX (NA, 6% vs 7%; EE, 0 vs 2%; AU, 2% vs 2%; WE, 3% vs 8%). 
